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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply w^ithln the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days w/ill be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this commur^lcation. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )IE Responsive to communjcation(s) filed on 10 November 2003 . 
2a)l3 This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Ciaims 

4) IE Claim(s) 1-24 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-24 is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) |E The drawing(s) filed on 20 December 2001 is/are: a)0 accepted or b® objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the con-ection is required if the drawing{s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration Is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fonn PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (0- 
a)n All b)n Some * c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) Q Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) Q Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) El Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date S^'^'T rO^ 



4) n Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20040204 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

1. Tke proposed drawing correction and/or tlie proposed sutstitute skeets of drawings, filed 
on Fetruary 28, 2003 and Novemter 10/ 2003 kave Lean approved witk respect to figures 1-3. 
A proper drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to tke Office action to 
avoid atandonment of tke application. Tke correction to tke drawings will not ke keld in 
akeyance. 

2. Tke drawings are okjected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). Tke drawings must skow every 
feature of tke invention specified in tke claims. Tkerefore, tke first and second rods crossing at 
an angle tetween 0 and 90 degrees as stated in claims 21 and 22 must ke skown or tke featirre(s) 
canceled from tke claim (s). Tke drawings skow tke first and second rods crossing at 90 degrees as 
stated in claims 7 and 17. No new matter skould ke entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to tke Office 
action to avoid abandonment of tke application. Tke okjection to tke drawings will not ke keld in 
akeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. Tke following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) wkick forms tke kasis for all 
okviovisness rejections set fortk in tkis Office action: 

(a) A patent may not Le oLtaineJ tkougk tke invention is not identically JiscloseJ or Jescriked as set fortk in 
section 102 of tkis title, if tke differences ketween tke sukject matter sougkt to ke patented and tke prior art are 
suck tkat tke sukject matter as a wkole would kave keen okvious at tke time tke invention was made to a person 
kaving ordinary skill in tke art to wkick said sukject matter pertains. Patentakikty skall not ke negatived ky tke 
manner in wkick tke invention was made. 
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4, claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as teing iinpatentatle over NejaJ- 
Sattari in view of Sckulte et al. 

Tke device as claimed is substantially disclosed by Nejad-Sattari in figures 1 and 3 wkick 
show a frame 100 witk indicia 124,130 releasably attacked to a computer monitor 170, but lacks 
two slidable intersecting rods to locate an exact point on tke monitor and tke various attacking 
means and materials claimed for tke frame. 

Sckulte et al teackes using slidably adjustable rods 3 tkat cross at various angles attacked 
to a scaled frame to locate exact points witkin tke frame. Tkerefore, it would kave been obvious 
to one of ordinary ski 11 in the art at tke time tke invention was made to add tke sliding 
intersecting rods on tke frame of Nejad-Sattari as taugkt ky Sckulte et al to locate an exact 
point on tke monitor screen. 

Witk respect to tke attacking means and materials of tke frame tkat is attacked to tke 
computer monitor, it is old and well known to attack frames of varioiis materials by various 
attacking means (suck as a glare guard wkick is keld by friction over tke monitor) to existing 
monitors for added after market features. Tkerefore, it would kave been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in tke art at tke time tke invention was made to xase various plastics, metals, or 
woods witk various attacking means suck as friction, magnets, adkesive etc in tke combination of 
Nejad-Sattari and SckvJte et al as common materials used in add on features to existing 
monitors. 

Response to Arguments 
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5. Applicant's arguments filed Novemter 10, 2003 kave teen fully considered Lut tkey are 
not persuasive. Tke argument tkat tke Nejad-Sattari reference does not disclose tke device being 
"releasatly attached" to tke monitor in tke text, Lut "freely kanging in tke center of tke monitor 
display (assimiaLly keld tkere fcy a person)" is not persuasive Lecause wkile tke text does not 
explicitly state tkat tke device is releasatly attacked, tke figures skow tke device attacked to tke 
monitor display in figure 3 and not attacked to tke monitor display in figure 1, tkerefore tke 
reference does disclose tke device keing releasaLly attacked to a monitor screen since tke figures 
are considered part of tke disclosure. Tke argimient witk regard to tke intended use of tke device 
is also not persuasive since in an apparatus claim tke structure of tke device and not tke intended 
use of tke device is tke patentaLly distinctive feature. In response to applicant's argtiment tkat 
tkere is no suggestion to comtine tke references, tke examiner recognizes tkat obviousness can 
only he estatlisked ky combining or modifying tke teackings of tke prior art to produce tke 
claimed invention wkere tkere is some teacking, suggestion, or motivation to do so foimd eitker 
in tke references tkemselves or in tke knowledge generally available to one of ordinary ski 11 in tke 
art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and/n re Jones, 958 
F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In tki s case, botk devices kave frames witk 
scales tkereon witk tke base reference used for scale determination and tke teacking reference 
used for geometrical determination (wkick could include area col. 1 lines 47+ wkick is used in 
scale determination). Tke teacking reference also teackes using movable tkreads (rods) to define 
lines, areas, or points in tke frame. Tkerefore, it would kave been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in tke art at tke time tke invention was made to use movable tkreads in tke base reference for tke 
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aJJeJ flexiLility of a smaller determination area or locating points in tke frame. Tke argument 
tkat SchvJte et al Joes not teach using rods is not persuasive since no structural limitation kas 
teen presented tkat would structurally prokitit tke tkreads of Sckulte et al from troadly Leing 
interpreted as roJs. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Appkcant is reminded of tke extension of time 
policy as set fortkin37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A skortened statutory period for reply to tkis final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from tke mailing date of tkis action. In tke event a first reply is filed witkin TWO 
MONTHS of tke mailing date of tkis final action and tke advisory action is not mailed imtil 
after tke end of tke THREE-MONTH skortened statutory period, tken tke skortened statutory 
period will expire on tke date tke advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee ptirsuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will ke calciJated from tke mailing date of tke advisory action. In no event, 
kowever, will tke statutory period for reply expire later tkan SIX MONTHS from tke mailing 
date of tkis final action. 

Any inquiry concerning tkis commtmication or earlier communications from tke 
examiner skould te directed to Ckristopker W. FvJton wkose telepkone numter is (703) 308- 
3389. Tke examiner can normally te reacked on M,T,Tk,F 6:00-4:30. 

if attempts to reack tke examiner ty telepkone are unsuccessful, tke examiner s 
supervisor, Diego F.F. Gutierrez can te reacked on (703) 308-3875. Tke fax pkone numters 
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for tke organization wkere tkis application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 for 
regular communications and (703) 872-9306 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to tke status of tkis appkcation or proceeding 
skould he directed to tke receptionist wkose telepkone mmiter is (703) 308-0956^.- ^ 

Ckristopker W. Fulton 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2859 

CWF 

Fetruary 4, 2004 



